In this article I examine the structure of the DP in Old Italian (OI) and show that some of its marked word orders can be interpreted as instances of a scrambling phenomenon which allows a series of DP internal elements to move in front of the head noun. I show that scrambling in the DP displays the same properties as those found in the vP and the CP layers, properties which suggest an analysis in terms of left peripheral movements in a way similar to the one usually assumed for the V2 property of OI.
Laying out the problem
In this article I examine the structure of the DP in Old Italian (OI) and show that some of its marked word orders can be interpreted as instances of a scrambling phenomenon which allows a series of DP internal elements to move in front of the head noun. I show that scrambling in the DP displays the same properties as those found in the vP and the CP layers, properties which suggest an analysis in terms of left peripheral movements in a way similar to the one usually assumed for the V2 property of OI.
1 Although I will not analyze in detail scrambling in the vP phase or V2 in this article (see Poletto (2006) , (2009) for a detailed discussion), the structure of all phases can be hypothesized to be completely parallel in particular with respect to the formal properties associated with their left periphery. 2 What I intend to concentrate on here is rather the fundamental distinction between the Old and the Modern Italian DP: in OI the nominal head can move to the lowest X° position in the left periphery of the DP phase, while in Modern Italian this is not possible. This accounts for a number of determinerless instances when the head noun is preceded by a PP or modified adjective, cases of this sort are ungrammatical in Modern Italian, but are found in OI texts.
In section 1. 2 I summarize some recent work on the DP structure that will be relevant to my analysis of OI. In section 2 and 3 I investigate those scrambling cases in which a PP originated inside the NP or an adjective modified by molto 'much' is moved to a prenominal position.
On the basis of the empirical generalization stating that whenever an object PP is preposed, the definite determiner is never realized, I will propose that the preposed PP is located in the specifier of a DP-peripheral position (probably the highest one corresponding to 1 The idea that there is a parallel between sentential structure and DP structure is rather old and goes back at least to Siloni (1995) . Here I will make extensive use of Giusti's (2006) , who explicitly assumes a parallel between the DP and the CP structure, though the exact make of all the projections is still to be investigated. 2 I am aware of the fact that there has been a recent debate concerning the status of the DP as an independent phase or not, but I will keep the idea that DP is indeed a phase, because it can have a thematic grid and because of the well known similarities between the DP and the CP. For a more detailed discussion on this issue see Giusti (2006) .
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ForceP in the CP) whose head is usually occupied by the definite determiner, which is not realized if its Specifier is occupied according to an economy principle. I will then analyze the numerous cases of prenominal adjectives modified by molto as movement to the same position targeted by PPs (namely the highest one in the internal left periphery of the DP) as the alternation between a preposed adjective modified by molto and a definite determiner suggests.
Further evidence for assuming movement of adjectives to a DP internal left periphery is provided by cases of extraction of quantifiers modifying a postnominal adjective like molto/i 'much/many', or viceversa prenominal bare adjectives which leave a postnominal modifier in their original postnominal position.
In section 4 I investigate another typical feature which distinguishes Old and Modern Italian, namely the fact (as already noted by Giusti (2010) and Thiella (2008) ) that restrictive adjectives, which can only be postnominal in Modern Italian, can also occur in prenominal position in Old Italian. I will treat also these cases as movement of the adjective to a left peripheral position, a hypothesis already put forth by Giusti (2006) for the (pragmatically very restricted) Modern Italian cases. This possibility will also be tied to the V2-like property of the OI DP, which allows for movement of the N° to the DP internal left periphery. I will show that the position targeted by restrictive adjectives is not the same which hosts 'molto+adjective' and preposed PPs, but a lower one, as a definite determiner is compatible with and precedes prenominal restrictive adjectives.
This constitutes further confirmation that OI allows for a very general scrambling phenomenon which is not more possible in Modern Italian. I will argue that all these cases are to be treated as movement of the prenominal element to different positions in the DP left periphery starting from a lower postnominal position.
I propose that all cases of movement within the left periphery are to be explained as a consequence of the fact that in OI the DP left periphery is accessible to elements which are left in situ in modern Italian. Giusti (2006) shows that Modern Italian does have an active left periphery as Topic movements of adjectives are indeed possible. However, the basic distinction between the Old and the Modern Italian DP is the same that is well known from work by Benincà (1985 Benincà ( ) (2006 for the CP layer: it is indeed possible to move XPs to the CP layer both in Modern and Old Italian. What has changed is not the accessibility of the internal left periphery to XPs per se, but rather head movement, which in OI has to reach the head to the lowest position in the left periphery, either of the CP or of the DP, while this is not the 171 case in modern Italian. Therefore, the basic difference between Old and Modern Italian is not in the activation of the CP, vP or DP left peripheries, but in the possibility of I°, V° or N° movement to the lowest left peripheral position.
The structure of the DP phase
In what follows I summarize recent work done on the internal structure of the left periphery on which I ground my analysis of OI. Cinque (1994) proposes that the DP internal structure is made up by several functional projections whose specifiers are occupied by different classes of adjectives, in a vein similar to the proposal put forth in Cinque (1999) for the positioning of adverbs. In (Modern) Italian the head noun can move to a functional projection in the IP-like space of the DP triggering agreement with the corresponding adjective.
In more recent work Cinque (see Cinque (2005) , (2009) (1) Cinque (2005) observes that in Modern Romance languages, whereas in prenominal position 3 I will follow here Giusti (2006) , who proposes that the highest projection in the IP-like space of the DP is a NumberP. In what follows I will claim that this movement does not necessarily apply in OI because of the V2 property of the Noun.
DP
Giusti (2006) 
Giusti assumes that there is no internal Focus position in the left periphery of the DP, because
Focus is unique in the sentence and mapped only in the structure of the CP. 5 Lower than dP there is also an IP-like space with several Agreement projections whose specifiers host adjectives as Cinque (1994) proposes.
So, cases like the following one are to be analyzed according to the structure in (2) Starting from this hypothesis of the internal structure of the DP layer, I will propose that the difference between Modern and Old Italian is the same that we find in the CP layer, (modulo the different labelling): a) as the inflected verb raises to the lowest C projection, namely Fin, when it is empty, the N can raise to d. This means that the N can cross adjectives located in the IP-like space of the DP that are prenominal in Modern Italian, where the N does not raise to d.
As the inflected verb can also raise to higher positions in the CP, (see Benincà (2006) who shows that the inflected verb can raise up to Topic, creating enclisis of object clitics), there can be cases in which the N does not only raise to d but also higher up to D. This idea thus predicts that when N raises to the lower d or the higher D the corresponding "complementizer" does not occur, as it happens with the inflected verb. Determiners are the most probable counterpart of complementizers in the nominal domain. Like complementizers, they are "multifunctional" in providing the connection to the phase external structure and at the same time providing the "type" of phase (in the case of the DP, the determiner expresses features like referentiality, specificity and also case). Moreover, complementizers come in two "flavors": the complementizer of inflected complement clauses is located in Force, the complementizer of infinitival clauses is located in Fin. The same type of dichotomy can be found in the nominal domain with definite and indefinite determiners: definite determiners are located in D°, while indefinite determiners (when they are not analyzed as real quantifiers) are located in d°. Hence, if there is noun movement to the left periphery of the DP, we predict an alternation between the N in d/D (depending on how high the N raises) and the definite or indefinite determiner. It is a well known observation that OI has "less determiners" than Modern Italian requires, but this rather impressionistic view has to be made more precise concerning the exact contexts in which the determiner can be absent. 6 b) As there are XPs moved to OpP without being contrastively focussed, the same happens in the DP. Hence, we predict that in OI cases of left peripheral XPs should be much more frequent than in Modern Italian. As we will see, this is actually the case.
PP scrambling as movement to the DP left periphery
In order to prove that the DP syntax of OI is different from the one of Modern Italian, I will first take the most striking phenomenon and examine cases of preposed PPs belonging to the internal structure of the DP. the others who have of love nothing Giorgi (2010) notices that cases of real PP complements are only to be found in poetry or are attributed to latinisms (for instance in the translation of Latin texts). In the texts I used for the inquiry (which is a subset of the texts used by Giorgi and by the whole Grammatica dell'Italiano antico) there are several cases of PP preposing, though few of them are real complements of the noun though they clearly belong to the internal structure of the DP; some of them are neither translations from Latin nor poetry. Giorgi is indeed correct in stating that preposed real PP complements are very rare in non poetic texts, but there are a lot of other PPs internal to the DP that are located in a prenominal position, as shown in (13).
In what follows I will try to bring arguments in favor of the idea that the recent theory of left peripheries provides us with the means to analyze both (12) and (13) within the same grammar, without resorting to the hypothesis that speakers require two grammars (an "Italian"
and a "Latin" one) to produce (12) as well as (13).
More specifically, I propose again to interpret prenominal object PPs as the effect of a scrambling process that moves the PP to either an OpP or a TopicP position in the left periphery of the DP area similar to the one already noticed for the other phases, CP and vP.
Hence, following Giusti (2006) the derivation of cases like (13) would be the following one:
As standardly assumed for the Romance DP, the head noun in Italian moves out of the NP to reach an IP-like position. However, according to the hypothesis that phases are parallel put forth in Poletto (2006) , and being OI a V2 language, then the V2 property applies to all phases. This means that the Noun can move to the lowest position in the left periphery of the clause, if this position is empty. Notice that here we have a case without the determiner, which is precisely the context in which Longobardi (1991) shows that proper nouns and some special nouns like casa 'home' move to D° bypassing adjectives and possessives. 9 Therefore, on a parallel with the CP layer, I assume that the head noun moves up to the dP and this is the reason why the determiner may not be lexically realized. Here, the PP internal to the NP has also moved to a left peripheral position causing the inversion of the order noted above. In principle the PP could also have moved to the OpP position, as it is rather difficult to distinguish between the various movements being OI a dead language.
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There is however one empirical generalization that leads me to think that the left peripheral position in question here is not a Topic (or an Op) position, but rather the SpecDP itself, namely the highest position in the DP phase:
(15) When an XP is preposed in front of the N, the N never has a definite determiner
In the sample of examples there are cases of indefinite articles, quantifiers (see above), but no cases of definite determiners. This suggests that the complementary distribution between PP preposing and definite determiners can be captured by assuming that the Specifier position targeted by the PP is the same in whose head is merged the definite determiner, namely the highest DP projection.
11 Therefore I will discard the structure in (14) Longobardi makes no distinction between D° and d°, because his analsis precedes the one of the split left periphery first proposed by Rizzi (1997) . 10 However, the fact that a pronoun is used here hints at the TopicP rather than the OpP. 11 If the definite determiner is similar to the complementizer of inflected clauses, according to Rizzi's (1997) original proposal, it should be merged in the highest left peripheral position. However, there has been recent work (see among other Ledgeway (2003) (2007)) ) which shows that the complementizer can be merged lower and be raised. This could also be extended to the definite determiner, however at the moment I have no test to distinguish between the two hypotheses.
Additional evidence in favor of a movement analysis of cases like (13) along the lines in (16) are examples like the following, where the object PP has moved further on out of the DP, examples of this type are indeed found (notice that also in these cases of further extraction no definite determiner is present with the head noun):
(17) E delle genti del mondo quetare una parte, B.G. 78, 9
And of.the people of.the world calm one part
This shows that it is indeed possible to move the PP, actually the DP-internal movement most probably constitutes a preliminary step feeding the subsequent movement into the left periphery of the clause, as it happens in other cases of extraction in the Germanic languages In cases like (19b), where the indefinite determiner is present are cases in which the indefinite determiner occupies the d° position and, as a consequence, the head noun does not move to dP, but remains lower; however movement of the XP to the left periphery is still possible (as it also is in the CP layer in OI).
On this basis I conclude that OI has movement of a DP internal PP to the SpecD position, which explains why in these cases no definite determiner occurs, why the PP occurs on the left side of all other DP internal elements and why further movement into the CP left periphery out of the DP is possible without violating subjacency (or any principle accounting for it).
One other striking case of DP-internal preposing, though most probably not of the same type, is the one exemplified here by sentences from the "Documenti In.the of.whom time
Here the complement di costui is preposed, and notice that the preposition di has disappeared.
I surmise that this construction is not analogous to the one illustrated in (13) and analyzed in (16) precisely because here the preposition is deleted. The construction suggests some kind of genitive, which is however not marked by any special morpheme (like English Saxon genitive 's). Probably in this case the movement of 'costui' is not to the left periphery of the DP, but to a dedicated genitive position located in the IP-like space of the DP and similar to SpecT for the subject of tensed clauses, which, following Giusti (2008) could beSpecPoss(essive)P.
Therefore I will not consider these cases as instances of left peripheral movement like those illustrated in (13) but as cases of movements internal to the IP-like zone of the DP. One further reason to doubt that preposition-less pronoun preposing like (20) are to be treated in the same way as (13) Here the noun casa can move to the highest position in the DP leaving on the right all elements, as Longobardi (1991) shows for Old and Modern Italian. In the following sections I will show that there are other elements (adjectives and modifiers) that can move in front of the head N. 182 (25) la quale iera molto bella reina (Tristano Ricc. 300) Who was very beautiful queen (26) E allora fecie fare la nave molto bella (TristanoRicc. 41) And then made make the ship very beautiful Given that prenominal adjectives modified by molto have the same restriction concerning the definite article that we observed for preposed PPs, I will adopt the same analysis and propose the following structure for cases like (24) and (25) 
Scrambling of prenominal adjectives modified by molto

Prenominal restrictive adjectives
If we now turn to the order of adjectives, we see that there are several differences between OI and Modern Italian, which I will try to reduce to a single one, namely the one already illustrated in (9): the DP in OI has an active left periphery, where PPs and adjectives can move to Topic (or possibly OpP) positions, and where also the head noun moves to the lowest position in the left periphery, if no determiner occupies it.
A well known feature of Old Italian with respect to Modern Italian (see Giusti (2010) , and
Thiella (2008) which to-you seem of more rich value? (Novellino, p. 127, 28) c. E avessimo posto in più oscuro e selvatico luogo (B.G. 2, 7)
And had placed in more obscure and savage place
The analysis I intend to put forward here still derives from the same property that explains why OI allows for prenominal PPs and prenominal adjectives modified by molto' very', which can only be postnominal in Modern Italian, namely the V2 property.
Recall that Cinque's analysis of Modern Italian places restrictive adjectives in the highest position in the IP-like space of the DP internal structure, as their order with respect to other adjectives in the Germanic languages attests. The fact that in Italian the highest adjectives can only occur postnominally, while lower non-restrictive adjectives can occur both pre and postnominally is explained by assuming that Modern Italian has movement of the whole FP containing the NP and non restrictive adjectives to the SpecD position, thus crossing restrictive adjectives (and relative clauses), which thus surface in postnominal position. Given that Cinque does not consider a split left periphery of the DP, I will "translate" his analysis into the more detailed framework adopted by Giusti (2006) by assuming that the FP targets 185 the lowest position in the left periphery, namely SpecdP, so that the head of DP is still available to the definite determiner, which occurs before the whole FP.
The distinction between Old and Modern Italian is thus due to the fact that in OI the head noun can raise to the d° position when d° is empty, thus preventing movement of the whole FP (including the head noun) to its specifier. The V2-like property of the OI DP also allows for restrictive adjectives to move to the internal left periphery, thus yielding the prenominal order of the restrictive adjective.
Cases like the one above are thus to be analyzed as follows: (35) We have already seen that in all cases of movement it is possible to find examples where a Another argument that shows that we have to assume leftward movement of the adjective is the fact that in some cases the adjective has a PP complement which is left on the right side of the head noun:
(38) a. Se io pensava di voler cercare una comune via di costoro (Dante Vita Nuova, 66, 9) 186 If I thought of want look.for a common way of them b e ciò non è propia natura di cavallo (Novellino, p. 128, r. 67) and this not is own nature of horse 'and this is not the nature typical of a horse'
In this case the adjective comune 'common' is on the left of the head noun via 'way' but its complement 'of them' is on the right of the head noun. The phrase cannot be interpreted other than 'a way common to them'. The same is true in (38b), where 'own' can only be interpreted as taking the PP di cavallo 'of horse' as its complement.
Notice furthermore that OI also has the possibility to extract the moved XP to a higher CP-left peripheral position, a possibility that is clearly tied to the one of DP-internal movement, because subextraction is also banned in Modern Italian: Very was beautiful and noble the city of T.
The cases presented in (39) can only be interpreted if we assume that the modifier marked in bold is to be interpreted with the following adjective. Notice furthermore that these cases are not only found with copular constructions, but also with other verbs (as in (38b) and inside the DP (as in (39d)).
Further cases of extraction of modifiers from the DP are those like the one reported in (39), where the modifier solamente 'only' modifies the PP co le pettora de' nostri cavalli 'with the breasts of our horses', showing that there had to be left peripheral movement internal to the DP (or PP) in order to allow for further extraction, which is no longer possible in Italian.
Moreover, given that cases of prenominal restrictive adjectives can be combined with the definite determiner, as minimal pairs like the following one display, I will not assume the same analysis I put forth for cases of PP preposing and prenominal adjectives modified by molto, which are both incompatible with the definite determiner, thus suggesting movement of the PP/AdjP to the highest SpecD position, but movement to a lower position located in the Topic space of the DP-internal left periphery:
(41) a. Quella che ha i più ricchi fedeli B.G. 39, 5
That which has the more rich believers b. E aveva più ricchi fedeli B.G. 40, 10
and had more rich believers The examples discussed above, which shows that a) it is possible to coordinate a prenominal adjective with a postnominal one, that b) restrictive adjectives can be prenominal and that c) it is possible to further extract modifiers into the CP, support the idea that the internal left periphery of the DP allows for movements in OI that are banned in Modern Italian, like it is the case in the CP and vP layers.
Hence, we can conclude that there is actually no difference in the basic positioning of the adjectives between Old and Modern Italian in the IP-like space of the DP internal structure, the only difference is that the left periphery of OI can attract adjectives which maintain their restrictive reading, while this is not the case in Modern Italian.
Conclusion
In this chapter I have shown that some scrambling phenomena found in the DP area in OI can be analyzed in a way parallel to V2 in the CP phase. We have seen that there are at least three types of movements in the DP area that have gone lost: a) the movement of a PP or of an adjective modified by molto to the highest position in the DP yielding scrambling as well as the non occurrence of a definite determiner b) the movement of adjectives (or portions of the adjectival structure) to a left peripheral position lower than SpecDP which keep their original 188 interpretation and can be either restrictive or non restrictive c) the movement of a genitive phrase to a specifier located most probably in the IP-like area of the DP, a position which licenses genitive case and thus prevents the occurence of the preposition di 'of'.
All three movements have disappeared in modern Italian. Moreover, in OI restrictive adjectives can remain in a prenominal position avoiding "snowballing" movement of an XP including the noun and non restrictive adjectives as assumed by Cinque (2005) . Here I have argued that this is so because snowballing is blocked by the V2 property of the noun in OI which allows for N to d. This analysis does away with the idea that languages like OI have two different grammars and explains the cases of reordering found at different levels of the structure like cases of movement which can be reduce to one single property of the language, namely V2.
